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House of Representatives 
The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, August 4, 2015, at 12 p.m. 

Senate 
MONDAY, AUGUST 3, 2015 

The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Lord God omnipotent, Your power 

and love sustain us. Rule the wills of 
our lawmakers by Your might as You 
use them to do Your work on Earth. 
Lord, give our Senators faith to look 
beyond today’s challenges and trials, 
finding in You the source of their opti-
mism and confidence. May their con-
fidence in the unfolding of Your loving 
providence lighten every task, pro-
viding them with reasons to rejoice. 
Give them the gift of perseverance, en-
abling them to refuse to become weary 
in doing Your will. When they fall, help 
them always to rise again. 

Lord, thank You for providing us 
with faith to look beyond today’s vicis-
situdes, always knowing that nothing 
can separate us from Your love. 

We pray in Your sovereign Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-

TON). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

f 

ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, in 

just a few minutes, President Obama 
will deliver another blow to the econ-
omy and to the middle class. He will 
unveil regressive regulations that are 
set to harm struggling workers and 
families. They are projected to cost lit-
erally billions. They threaten to ship 
good middle-class jobs overseas and 
will likely make it harder to maintain 
reliable sources of energy to meet de-
mand. They will also likely result in 
higher energy bills for those who can 
least afford them, potentially raising 
electricity rates by double digits for 
people I represent. 

All of this, and for what? Not only 
will these massive regulations fail to 
meaningfully affect the global climate, 
but they could actually end up harm-
ing the environment by outsourcing 
the energy production to countries 
with poorer environmental records like 
India and China. 

They may also be illegal. That is why 
I wrote the Governors earlier this year, 
suggesting they take a responsible 
wait-and-see approach and allow the 
courts to weigh in before subjecting 
their citizens to such unnecessary pain. 

The Supreme Court’s rebuke to the 
White House in June on another envi-
ronmental regulation underlines the 
wisdom of this approach. Even though 
that mercury regulation was ulti-
mately tossed out, most of its damage 
had already been done. It reminded 
Governors that it would be reckless not 
to take a wait-and-see approach this 
time. 

Now, several Governors have already 
decided they will not allow the admin-
istration to rush them into adopting 
these regulations, and I expect more to 
follow. I was recently able to place lan-
guage in the Senate Interior appropria-
tions bill that would prohibit the ad-
ministration from arbitrarily imposing 
its will on States that take this re-
sponsible approach. 

Senator CAPITO also has a bill that 
would prohibit the regulations from 
moving forward until the courts have 
ruled on their legality. These aren’t 
the only legislative options Congress 
can consider. We can pursue other ave-
nues like CRA resolutions and further 
appropriations riders as these regula-
tions are published and as they wind 
their way through the courts. 

Here is the bottom line about today’s 
announcement. If the Obama adminis-
tration were actually serious about ad-
vancing renewable energy, then it 
would follow the example of what lead-
ers like Senator MURKOWSKI have been 
achieving in the Energy Committee. 
She is showing how we can make big 
strides on energy diversification and 
that we can do it in a bipartisan way 
and that we don’t have to punish the 
middle class to do it. 
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This White House seems to want good 

politics, not good policy. Officials in 
this administration have said they 
want to make electricity rates sky-
rocket, and they want to make exam-
ples out of people who get in the way. 
They are tired of having to work with 
the Congress the people elected. That 
is why the administration is now try-
ing to impose these deeply regressive 
regulations—regulations that may be 
illegal, won’t meaningfully impact the 
global environment, and will likely 
harm middle and lower class Ameri-
cans the most—by executive fiat. It 
represents a triumph of blind ideology 
over sound policy and honest compas-
sion. 

In Kentucky, these regulations would 
likely mean fewer jobs, shuttered pow-
erplants, and higher electricity costs 
for families and businesses. I am not 
going to sit by while the White House 
takes aim at the lifeblood of our 
State’s economy. I am going to keep 
doing everything I can to fight them. 

f 

PLANNED PARENTHOOD 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 

revelations we have seen from Planned 
Parenthood are deeply disturbing. 
They raise fundamental questions 
about what kind of society we want to 
be, so I want to thank Senators ERNST, 
PAUL, LANKFORD, and a number of oth-
ers, for accepting my invitation to lead 
the effort on the Senate’s response. 

The legislation they worked to de-
velop is all about restoring America’s 
commitment to care and to compas-
sion. It would fund women’s health, not 
Planned Parenthood, and we will take 
a vote to advance it tonight. Instead of 
subsidizing a political group, this bill 
would protect Federal funding for 
health services for women. Instead of 
subsidizing a political group, this bill 
would ensure funds continue to flow to 
community health centers and hos-
pitals that provide more comprehen-
sive health services and may have 
many more facilities nationwide. In-
stead of subsidizing a political group, 
this bill would help women receive 
health services, such as screenings, 
prenatal and post-natal care, well-child 
care, diagnostic laboratory and radi-
ology services, immunizations, and 
other care they need. That is a true 
commitment to women’s health. That 
is real compassion. 

I know Democrats have relied on 
Planned Parenthood as an ally re-
cently, but they must be moved by the 
horrifying images we have all seen. 
They must be shocked by the utter 
lack of compassion that has been on 
display. They must care about women’s 
health as much as they care about 
some scandal-plagued political organi-
zation. That is why tonight I am ask-
ing them to truly reflect on what is im-
portant. I am asking them not to block 
this funding for women’s health just to 
protect some political group mired in 
scandal. Women deserve better, and our 
country deserves better. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

f 

PLANNED PARENTHOOD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, here is an 
excerpt from an article in the Repub-
lican leader’s hometown newspaper, 
the Louisville Courier-Journal: 

Sara Hall started going to Planned Parent-
hood when she was in her late teens and 
needed birth control, and she’s gotten care 
there ever since. 

Without them, ‘‘I wouldn’t have a doctor 
to see. I don’t know where I would have gone. 
It would have meant I wouldn’t get the care 
I needed.’’ 

Like Sara, millions of American 
women depend on Planned Parenthood 
for much needed health services. Every 
year, Planned Parenthood helps 
women, just like Sara, get the impor-
tant services they need, such as birth 
control measures, but it is more than 
just birth control. 

Here are a few of the health services 
Planned Parenthood provides to Amer-
ican women, and they did it, for exam-
ple, in 2013. Half a million women went 
to Planned Parenthood for breast can-
cer screening, 400,000 women received a 
cervical exam from Planned Parent-
hood’s medical staff, and 4.5 million 
treatments and tests for sexually 
transmitted diseases and infections 
were performed. Yet, here we are once 
again, faced with another Republican 
attempt to limit women’s access to 
health care. 

A few hours from now, the Senate 
will vote on a Republican bill to defund 
Planned Parenthood. Let’s understand 
what that vote means. Defunding 
Planned Parenthood would limit Amer-
ican women’s access to critical health 
services, such as contraception, breast 
and cancer screenings, and well-women 
visits. This legislation is just another 
Republican attack on the health care 
of millions of women, like Sara from 
Kentucky. 

Over the past few months, Repub-
licans have worked to trick American 
women into believing Republicans 
don’t want to limit women’s access to 
contraceptives or other critical health 
services provided by Planned Parent-
hood, but votes like the one we are 
going to take in a couple of hours lay 
bare the truth. The cold, hard fact is 
that a vote to defund Planned Parent-
hood is a vote to limit women’s access 
to cancer screenings, contraceptives, 
and other important services that 
Planned Parenthood provides. 

Our Nation is already facing a short-
age of primary care providers. For 
many women, Planned Parenthood is 
their preferred medical provider. One 
in five American women will go to 
Planned Parenthood for services at 
some time during their lives. 
Defunding Planned Parenthood and re-
ducing the number of providers avail-
able for women to receive contracep-
tives and other critical health services 

would reduce women’s access to good 
health, and more importantly, their ac-
cess to care, which is very direct and to 
the point. 

To put it another way, the demand 
for care would still exist, but there 
would be fewer providers to render this 
care. And for many women, Planned 
Parenthood may be the only provider 
where they can seek medical help. Re-
publicans are trying to eliminate their 
access to health centers. 

Last Thursday, I listened to the sen-
ior Senator from Texas, where he 
claimed this bill we are going to vote 
on soon would actually increase access 
to care for women. I am surprised this 
distinguished Member of the Senate, a 
longtime member of the Texas Su-
preme Court, would say something like 
that. 

He and other Republicans believe, I 
guess, that clinics like community 
health centers will pick up the slack 
should Planned Parenthood be 
defunded. That is simply not true. I am 
a strong supporter of community 
health centers. It is part of 
ObamaCare, the Affordable Care Act, 
because I believe in community health 
centers. We put billions of dollars in 
that bill, and during the years it has 
been in existence, it has done so much 
to provide help for community health 
centers, but we still have far, far much 
to do. There are not enough commu-
nity health centers, even with what we 
have done, to increase their ability to 
meet the current demand. To throw in 
a few more women who have been 
knocked out of Planned Parenthood— 
and ‘‘a few’’ is a pejorative term; it 
would be millions of women—is wrong. 

The director of women’s health pol-
icy at the Kaiser Family Foundation 
says: ‘‘Across the nation, Community 
health centers are already at capac-
ity.’’ 

Take a look, for example, at the as-
sistant Republican leader’s home State 
of Texas. A recent report from George 
Washington University detailed what it 
would take for other providers to re-
place Planned Parenthood—exactly 
what the senior Senator from Texas 
has suggested. 

For example, in Midland County, TX, 
there would have to be an increase of 
537 percent by non-Planned Parenthood 
clinics, if Planned Parenthood is 
defunded. Lubbock County would see 
an increase of 250 percent. Community 
health centers cannot handle that, nor 
can they handle that increase in heav-
ily populated Dallas County, where it 
would be an almost 200-percent in-
crease. 

What the Republican legislation does 
is makes it nearly impossible for 
women who need medical attention to 
get the care they need. If women can-
not go get health care from Planned 
Parenthood, where do they go? 

Take a look at what happened in the 
State of Indiana in 2011, when that 
State’s legislature voted to deny State 
funding for Planned Parenthood health 
centers. Republicans then argued that 
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